
2006 SHOPP
STATE HIGHWAY OPERATION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM

2006/07 THROUGH 2009/10

Approved by the California Transportation Commission
on March 16, 2006

Prepared by:
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/shopp.htm



SUBJECT
Executive Summary I
Introduction III
EXHIBIT A: Policy for Management of the SHOPP VIII
EXHIBIT B: SHOPP Funding Summary X
EXHIBIT C: Fiscal Year Summary by County XII
EXHIBIT D: Fiscal Year Summary by District XIV
EXHIBIT E: Long Lead Projects XV
EXHIBIT F: County Comments Received XVI
EXHIBIT G: SHOPP County Project Listings XXV

County Page No. County
Alameda 1 Orange 44
Alpine 4 Placer 48
Amador 5 Plumas 50
Butte 6 Riverside 51
Calaveras 7 Sacramento 54
Colusa 8 San Benito 56
Contra Costa 9 San Bernardino 57
Del Norte 10 San Diego 61
El Dorado 11 San Francisco 66
Fresno 13 San Joaquin 67
Glenn 15 San Luis Obispo 69
Humboldt 16 San Mateo 71
Imperial 18 Santa Barbara 73
Inyo 19 Santa Clara 75
Kern 20 Santa Cruz 78
Kings 22 Shasta 79
Lake 23 Sierra (no projects)
Lassen 24 Siskiyou 81
Los Angeles 25 Solano 82
Madera 32 Sonoma 84
Marin 33 Stanislaus 86
Mariposa 34 Sutter 88
Mendocino 35 Tehama 89
Merced 37 Trinity 91
Modoc (no projects) Tulare 92
Mono 39 Tuolumne 93
Monterey 40 Ventura 94
Napa 42 Yolo 96
Nevada 43 Yuba 97

Page No.

Page No.

Table of Contents



 I

 
 
 
 
 

2006 STATE HIGHWAY OPERATION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

March 16, 2006 
 

 
 
The 2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) was prepared in accordance 
with Government Code Section 14526.5, Streets and Highways Code Section 164.6 and the strategies 
outlined in the California Department of Transportation’s Policy for Management of the SHOPP.  The 
2006 SHOPP is a four-year program of projects for Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 2009/10, that have 
a purpose of collision reduction, bridge preservation, roadway preservation, roadside preservation, 
mobility enhancement and preservation of other transportation facilities related to the state highway 
system. 
 
The 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program Fund Estimate approved by the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) provides $7.9 billion for the 2006 SHOPP four-year period.  
Selection of new projects was based on policies and goals included in the 2005 Ten-Year State 
Highway Operation and Protection Program Plan. 
 
The state highway system is aging and its use is increasing.  Immediate needs are statewide.  The 
increased emphasis on safety and roadway rehabilitation in the 2004 SHOPP is continued in the 2006 
SHOPP with the goal of reducing fatal and injury accident rates and reducing distressed pavement.  An 
expansion of requirements to meet mandated storm water mitigation requirements has resulted in 
increased funding for these projects.  Other goals include rehabilitation of roadsides and reducing 
congestion through operational improvements. 
 
The capacity to add new projects has been reduced, primarily due to the cost to repair 2005 winter 
storm damage and due to significant asphalt, concrete and steel cost increases to remaining 2004 
programmed SHOPP projects.  Despite the increased revenues relative to the 2004 SHOPP, these 
cost factors limited the new projects to less than 30% of the 2006 SHOPP available revenues. 
 
The 2006 SHOPP includes unallocated programmed projects from the 2004 SHOPP and new projects 
that have approved Project Initiation Documents identifying the project’s scope, estimated cost and 
delivery schedule.  All 2004 SHOPP projects anticipated to be allocated in Fiscal Year 2005/06 are 
excluded from the 2006 SHOPP. 
 
The following table summarizes programmed projects and reservations in the 2006 SHOPP.  A 
comparison with the cost to achieve the goals the 2005 Ten-Year State Highway Operation and 
Protection Program Plan is also included. 
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The Minor Program consists of $100 million of individual SHOPP type projects with an individual 
construction cost of less that $1 million.  The Commission allocates the Minor Program annually as a 
lump sum and delegates to the Department the authority to sub-allocate to pre-approved individual 
projects.  The Minor Program is shown as a lump sum reservation in the 2006 SHOPP. 
 
Office buildings and other “specialized” facilities such as Transportation Management Centers, 
Maintenance Facilities, Equipment Shops and Laboratory Facilities are identified in the SHOPP and are 
also contained in the “Five Year Facilities Plan” as mandated by Section 303 of each annual State 
budget.  As such, these facilities require approval by both the Commission through the SHOPP project 
allocation process, and the annual State budget approval process. 
 
   

Table 1:  Comparison of Funding in the 
 2006 SHOPP* and 2005 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan 
 Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 2009/10 

($ Millions) 
 
 40 % of 
 Proposed  4-Yr 2005 Ten-Yr 
  Projects Reservations Total SHOPP Plan** 
Program Categories: 
 Emergency Response $112 $239 $351 $58 
 Collision Reduction 1,235 105 1,340 1,240 
 Mandates 555 89 644 267 

Bridge Preservation 1,341 187 1,529 1,040 
 Roadway Preservation 2,377 0 2,377 6,634 
 Mobility 674 117 791 1,984 
 Roadside Preservation 225 11 236 525 
 Facilities 193 5 198 196 
 
 Sub Total $6,712 $754 $7,466 $11,944  
 
Minor Program - 431 431 400 
 
 $6,712 $1,185 $7,897 $12,344 
 
 
*    Excludes Federal Emergency Relief and Seismic Retrofit bond funds. 
 
**  Unescalated dollars 
 
Note:  The SHOPP program is developed in thousands and was rounded for this table. 
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 

2006 STATE HIGHWAY OPERATION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM 
 
 
The 2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) has been prepared in 
accordance with Government Code Section 14526.5, Streets and Highways Code Section 164.6 and 
the strategies outlined in the California Department of Transportation’s Policy for Management of the 
SHOPP.  The 2006 SHOPP is a four-year program of projects for Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 
2009/10. 
 
PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of the SHOPP is to preserve, protect and operate the state highway system. 
 
PROGRAM LEVELS 
 
Streets and Highways Code Section 164.6 requires the Department to prepare a ten-year state highway 
rehabilitation plan for the rehabilitation and reconstruction, or combination thereof, of all State highways 
and bridges owned by the State.  Funding levels defined in the 2005 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan were 
considered when the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approved the 2006 State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Fund Estimate at the September 2005 Commission 
meeting. 
 
The 2006 STIP Fund Estimate provides $7.9 billion for SHOPP funding over the four-year period 
2006/07 through 2009/10.  Projects are grouped into eight categories: emergency response, collision 
reduction, mandates, bridge preservation, roadway preservation, mobility, roadside preservation and 
facilities.  
 
PROGRAMMING POLICIES AND METHODOLOGY 
 
The 2006 SHOPP was developed in accordance with the strategies outlined in the Department’s Policy 
for Management of the SHOPP (Exhibit A).  New projects are programmed in the year the Department 
estimates that the projects can be delivered.  All new projects have a Project Initiation Document 
identifying the project’s scope, estimated cost and delivery schedule. 
 
RELATIONSHIP OF 2004 SHOPP TO 2006 SHOPP 
 
The 2006 SHOPP includes non-allocated projects carried over from the 2004 SHOPP, primarily 
programmed in Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 2008/09.  New proposed projects are primarily 
programmed in Fiscal Years 2008/09 and 2009/10. 
 
The capacity to add new projects has been reduced, primarily due to the cost to repair 2005 winter 
storm damage and due to significant asphalt, concrete and steel cost increases to remaining 2004 
programmed SHOPP projects.  Despite the increased revenues relative to the 2004 SHOPP, these 
cost factors limited the new projects to less than 30% of the 2006 SHOPP available revenues. 
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All 2004 SHOPP projects anticipated to be allocated in Fiscal Year 2005/06 are excluded from the 
2006 SHOPP. 
 
2006 SHOPP SUMMARY 
 
The following summary of the 2006 SHOPP shows currently programmed projects in the 2004 
SHOPP and the new projects funded in the 2006 SHOPP.  Jointly, they comprise the projects in the 
four-year period, 2006/07 through 2009/10.  A funding summary of the 2006 SHOPP by fiscal year is 
shown in Exhibit B.  
 

Table 1:  Comparison of Funding in the 
 2006 SHOPP* and 2005 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan 
 Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 2009/10 

($ Millions) 
 
 2004 SHOPP New 2006  40 % of 
 Projects SHOPP 2006 SHOPP 2005 Ten-Yr 
  as Amended Projects Total SHOPP Plan** 
    #       $   #       $   #       $         $ 
Program Categories 
 Emergency Response 8 99 4 13 12 112 58  
 Collision Reduction 96 845 65 390 161 1,235 1,240  
 Mandates 13 190 29 365 42 555 267  
 Bridge Preservation 50 1,227 20 114 70 1,341 1,040 
 Roadway Preservation 89 1,653 103 724 192 2,377 6,634 
 Mobility 18 209 69 465 87 674 1,984 
 Roadside Preservation 46 163 9 62 55 225 525 
 Facilities 18 183 6 10 24 193 196 
     
 Total 338 $4,569 305 $2,143 643 $6,712 $11,944 
 
  Reservations 754 
       
  Subtotal Total $7,466 
 
 Minor Program 431 400 
 
 Total  $7,897 $12,344 
 
 
*    Excludes Federal Emergency Relief and Seismic Retrofit bond funds. 
 
**  Unescalated dollars. 
 
Note:  The SHOPP program is developed in thousands and was rounded for this table. 
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PERFORMANCE MEASURES 
 
The 643 projects in the 2006 SHOPP will accomplish at least the following: 
 

-  6,000 collisions reduced 
-  150 miles of median barrier upgraded 
-  5,700 lane miles of pavement rehabilitated 
-  20,000 daily vehicle hours of delay savings 
-  120 bridges rehabilitated or replaced 
-  23,000 feet of bridge rail upgraded 
-  800 acres of landscaping rehabilitated 
-  950 drainage systems rehabilitated 
-  660 miles of fiber optic cable installed 
-  3,000 operational improvement elements installed 

 
RESERVATIONS 
 
The 2006 SHOPP includes reservations of $754 million over the four-year period.  These reservations 
are based on historical expenditures for emergencies, additional anticipated safety projects, a new 
pavement preservation program, congestion relief projects to implement portions of the Governor’s 
Strategic Growth Plan and other unforeseen immediate needs.  Details about the reservations are shown 
in Exhibit B. 
 
LONG LEAD TIME PROJECTS 
 
Commission Resolution G-13 requires the Department to notify the Commission when project 
development work is begun on SHOPP projects that are not currently programmed. 
 
The Department has identified 13 high priority future SHOPP projects that involve a complex 
environmental or project selection process or that require more than four years lead time for delivery of 
the construction contract documents. The need to start the environmental process prior to programming 
these projects in environmentally sensitive areas is necessary to achieve the goals identified in the 2005 
Ten-Year SHOPP Plan.  The intent is to propose these projects for programming at the earliest 
opportunity.  These projects are shown in Exhibit E. 
 
The Department reports all new projects that the Department has begun project development work at 
each Commission meeting. 
 
GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION 
 
The Department’s selection of projects for inclusion in the SHOPP is based on statewide needs rather 
than on geographical distribution.  Funding for SHOPP projects is not subject to the north/south split or 
county share requirements of Sections 188 and 188.8 of the Streets and Highways Code.  For 
information purposes, Exhibit C is a 2006 SHOPP Summary of the projects in each county for Fiscal 
Years 2006/07 through 2009/10. 
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RESPONSE TO REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY COMMENTS 
 
A draft of the 2006 SHOPP was sent to the regional agencies on November 23, 2005 for review and 
comment. Copies of the regional agency responses are included in Exhibit F.  Following are the 
Department’s responses to those comments. 
 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) 

Comments:  MTA believes an objective needs based analysis is needed to ensure fairness and a 
different spit between North and South County Groups is appropriate. 

 
Response:  The Department believes the current process addresses statutory and regulatory 

requirements to address needs on a statewide basis and results in the most cost effective 
program of projects to maintain and rehabilitate the State Highway System. 
 

 
Transportation Agency for Monterey County (TAMC) 

Comments:  TMAC recommended a number of projects for consideration in this and future 
SHOPP programs. 

 
Response:  As previously stated, SHOPP programming is based on a statewide needs based 

priority system.  Discussions will to continue with TAMC to assess priorities of the referred 
projects for possible future SHOPP programming. 

 
 
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC) 

Comments:  SCCRTC encouraged more comprehensive, continuous discussions with the District 
concerning SHOPP projects and also suggested some detailed project descriptions and / or 
additions. 

 
Response:  The Department fully agrees with the need for full discussions regarding SHOPP needs.  

Districts have been encouraged to continue and expand their efforts to engage in these 
discussions on a continuous basis as part of the planning coordination meetings.  The detailed 
project comments are to be part of those discussions and will be accommodated where 
possible. 

 
 

Sonoma County Transportation Authority (SCTA) 
Comments:  1) SCTA Requested that Sonoma 116 (Cotati to Sebastopol) be included as a “Long 

Lead” project; and 2) increased SHOPP funding and project coordination for the Sonoma 101 
rehabilitation. 

 
Response:  The Department agrees with the Long Lead request for Sonoma 116 and has included it 

in this document. The Sonoma 101 request has been partially addressed with amended actions 
for 2005/06 and will be fully resolved when project schedules are finalized. 
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PROJECT LISTINGS 
 
2006 SHOPP projects are listed by county in Exhibit G.  Projects are sorted into the following eight 
categories for each county: 
 

1. Emergency Response 
2. Collision Reduction 
3. Mandates 
4. Bridge Preservation 
5. Roadway Preservation 
6. Mobility 
7. Roadside Preservation 
8. Facilities 
 
 

DESCRIPTION OF EXHIBITS 
 
Exhibit A Policy for Management of the SHOPP 
 Department’s Policy for Management of the SHOPP (updated January 2006). 
 
Exhibit B 2006 SHOPP Funding Summary 
 Table of programmed projects and fund reservations by Category by fiscal year. 
 
Exhibit C 2006 SHOPP Fiscal Year Summary by County 
 Table of dollars programmed in each county by fiscal year. 
 
Exhibit D 2006 SHOPP Fiscal Year Summary by District 
 Table of dollars programmed in each district by fiscal year. 
 
Exhibit E 2006 SHOPP Long Lead Projects 
 List of projects the Department will begin environmental work now to deliver projects in 

subsequent SHOPPs. 
 
Exhibit F 2006 SHOPP County Comments 
 Copy of comments received from transportation planning agencies. 
 
Exhibit G 2006 SHOPP County Listing of Projects 
 List of individual projects in each county sorted by eight program categories.  The listing 

for each project indicates the programmed amount for right of way and construction 
from the State Highway Account and project support costs.  Programmed amounts 
exclude Federal Emergency Relief funds that are noted in the project 
Location/Description.  The listing excludes projects anticipated to be allocated in Fiscal 
Year 2005/06. 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

January 31, 2006 
 

California Department of Transportation 
Policy for Management of the  

State Highway Operation and Protection Program 
 
1. Seismic retrofit projects:  Completion of the seismic retrofit program is one of the top priorities 

for the California Department of Transportation (Department).  Proposition 192 provides 
special funding for the Phase 2 and toll bridge seismic retrofit projects.  Since the Proposition 
192 funds are dedicated to this special purpose, they are being managed outside of the overall 
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP).  Every seismic retrofit project will 
be proposed for the allocation of funds when it is delivered. 

 
2. Traffic safety projects:  Every identified traffic safety project will be programmed in the year in 

which the Department estimates that it can be delivered.  The SHOPP may include 
unprogrammed reservations to meet the anticipated needs for traffic safety projects not yet 
identified.  This strategy applies only to those projects meeting the Department’s specific criteria 
for traffic safety (201.010) projects (i.e., safety index greater than 200, or equivalent safety 
warrant). 

 
3. Other SHOPP projects:  All SHOPP projects other than seismic retrofit or traffic safety 

projects will be programmed according to rehabilitation need and other program priorities, 
except that a project will not be programmed earlier than the year in which the Department 
estimates that it can be delivered. 

 
4. Level of funding:  The most recently adopted STIP Fund Estimate establishes the funds available 

for SHOPP purposes.  Whenever the Department identifies a project cost increase or a new 
project to add to the SHOPP, it will identify the source of funding for the increase or new 
project, whether from an unprogrammed SHOPP reservation or from the deletion or decrease 
in cost of another project or projects. 

 
5. Project cost and scoping:  No project will be included in the SHOPP or the Long Lead list 

unless the Department has a completed Project Initiation Document. 
 
6. Review of project programming:  The Department will develop its biennial proposed SHOPP in 

accordance with these strategies.  In addition, the Department will continually conduct 
comprehensive reviews of the SHOPP in accordance with these strategies.
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 EXHIBIT A 
Page 2 

 
 
       
 
The objectives of these strategies are: 
 
o to develop a SHOPP program that addresses the needs and priorities identified in the Ten-Year 

State Highway Operation and Protection Plan; 
 
o to assure that state resources used for the operation and protection of the state highway system 

are focused on the highest statewide priority needs; 
 
o to assure that the SHOPP reflects a specific project delivery plan and commitment; and 
 
o to provide goals and incentives for the identification of effective SHOPP projects and for the 

management of SHOPP project costs and schedules. 
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EXHIBIT B 
2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program  

Funding Summary for Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 2009/10* 
 ($ Millions) 

 
Program Funding 06/07 07/08 08/09 09/10 Total 
2006 Fund Estimate $1,889 $1,945 $2,002 $2,061 $7,897 
 
Programmed 06/07 07/08 08/09 09/10 Total 
Emergency Response $21 $1 $35 $54 $112 
Collision Reduction 376 356 219 284 1,235 
Mandates  116 15 73 351 555 
Bridge Preservation 263 335 622 122 1,341 
Roadway Preservation 586 636 602 553 2,377 
Mobility 20 180 118 355 674 
Roadside Preservation 75 65 37 48 225 
Facilities 61 93 29 11 193 
Total $1,518 $1,681 $1,734 $1,779 $6,712 
 
Reserved 06/07 07/08 08/09 09/10 Total 
Emergency Response $69 $57 $56 $57 $239 
Collision Reduction 20 23 27 35 105 
Mandates 21 22 22 24 89 
Bridge Preservation 46 47 47 47 187 
Roadway Preservation 0 0 0 0 0 
Mobility 105 2 5 5 117 
Roadside Preservation 5 5 1 1 11 
Facilities 2 2 1 0 5 
Total $268 $158 $159 $109 $754 
    
Programmed and Reserved 06/07 07/08 08/09 09/10 Total 
Emergency Response $90 $58 $91 $111 $351 
Collision Reduction 396 379 246 319 1,340 
Mandates  137 37 95 375 644 
Bridge Preservation 309 382 669 169 1,529 
Roadway Preservation 586 636 602 553 2,377 
Mobility 125 182 123 360 791 
Roadside Preservation 80 70 38 49 236 
Facilities 63 95 30 11 198 
Total $1,786 $1,839 $1,893 $1,948 $7,466 
 
Minor Program 103 106 109 113 431 
Total $1,889 $1,945 $2,002 $2,061 $7,897 
 
*  Excludes Federal Emergency Relief and Seismic Retrofit bond funds. 
Note:  The SHOPP program is developed in thousands and was rounded for this table.
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EXHIBIT  B 

Page 2 
 
 

State Highway Operation and Protection Program Fund Reservations  
 

The following reservations are being held to allow funding to achieve anticipated needs that will require 
action, but where specific projects have not yet been defined. 

 
Emergency Response 

Reservations are for unforeseen Major Damage Restoration (201.130) projects that are not funded 
with Federal Emergency Relief funds. 
 

Collision Reduction 
Reservations are for Safety Improvement (201.010) projects. Projects must have a Safety Index of 
200 or greater, or meet specific warrants in order to qualify for funding. 
 

Mandates 
Reservations are for (1) Relinquishment (201.160) projects to transfer ownership of state highways 
primarily serving local jurisdictions to those local jurisdictions, (2) Rail Road Grade Crossing 
Program (201.325) projects as prioritized by the Public Utilities Commission, (3) Hazardous Waste 
Mitigation (201.330) projects not associated with a programmed State Highway Operation and 
Protection Program (SHOPP) or State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) project and 
(4) ADA Curb Ramp (201.361) projects that will not be funded by other SHOPP or STIP projects. 
 

Bridge Preservation 
Reservations are for Bridge Preservation (201.115) projects to minimize the need for future bridge 
rehabilitation. 

 
Mobility 

Reservations are for (1) Transportation Management Systems (201.315) projects for short-term 
congestion relief, and (2) Commercial Vehicle Enforcement Facilities (201.321) projects consistent 
with the 10-Year Weigh Station “Inventory of Needs. 
 

Roadside Preservation 
Reservations are for (1) Maintenance Worker Access (201.230) projects, and (2) Surface Mining 
and Reclamation Act (201.240) obligations. 

 
Facilities 

Reservations are for Materials Lab (201.354) projects that address immediate employee safety 
issues and code violation citations, which would close the facility if not immediately corrected. 
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EXHIBIT  C 
 

2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program  
Fiscal Year Summary by County* 

Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 2009/10 
(State Dollars in Millions) 

 
County 06/07 07/08 08/09 09/10 Total 
Alameda $207 $144 $59 $51 $461 
Alpine 7 0 0 0 7 
Amador 4 2 0 15 21 
Butte 8 5 18 5 35 
Calaveras 0  0 26 0 26 
Colusa 18  0 6 7 31 
Contra Costa 64 32 63 0 159 
Del Norte 9 4 11 22 46 
El Dorado 1 12 0 232 245 
Fresno 10 1 29 44 84 
Glenn 0 0 11 6 17 
Humboldt 45 4 38 51 138 
Imperial 2 7 14 13 36 
Inyo 0 24 9 0 34 
Kern 10 19 65 24 118 
Kings 13 0 27 22 62 
Lake 22 10 19 18 69 
Lassen 34 0 0 0 34 
Los Angeles 99 338 304 254 994 
Madera 2 2 16 0 20 
Marin 3 1 3 5 11 
Mariposa 2 0 0 0 2 
Mendocino 18 36 27 32 113 
Merced 52 11 59 16 137 
Modoc 0 0 0 0 0 
Mono 0 0 15 2 18 
Monterey 24 2 5 50 81 
Napa 18 5 15 0 38 
Nevada 68 73 0 18 159 
Orange 101 21 34 74 231 
Placer 77 5 100 26 208 
Plumas 5 0 0 39 44 
Riverside 13 112 25 94 245 
Sacramento 5 66 41 25 137 
San Benito 0 0 0 2 2 
San Bernardino 194 227 90 129 639 
San Diego 48 26 58 86 219 
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EXHIBIT  C 
Page  2 

 
2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program  

Fiscal Year Summary by County* 
Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 2009/10 

 (State Dollars in Millions) 
 

County 06/07 07/08 08/09 09/10 Total 
San Francisco $9 $11 $12 $5 $35 
San Joaquin 0 80 12 23 114 
San Luis Obispo 14 18 35 1 68 
San Mateo 86 9 60 19 175 
Santa Barbara 26 11 34 8 78 
Santa Clara 21 29 110 26 187 
Santa Cruz 15 0 4 22 42 
Shasta 18 66 190 12 286 
Sierra 0 0 0 0 0 
Siskiyou 12 21 4 3 40 
Solano 9 93 0 134 237 
Sonoma 39 17 24 20 99 
Stanislaus 0 18 5 31 54 
Sutter 23 0  0 0 23 
Tehama 15 13 42 30 101 
Trinity 4 0 4 6 13 
Tulare 22 12  8 0 43 
Tuolumne 0 19 0 5 24 
Ventura 18 18 2 24 62 
Yolo 1 54 0 39 95 
Yuba 2 0 0 11 13 
Totals $1,518 $1,681 $1,734 $1,779 $6,712 
 

   Reservations 754 
   Total with Reservations $7,466 
 
 Minor Program 431 
 Total with Minor Program $7,897 
 
*  Excludes Federal Emergency Relief and Seismic Retrofit bond funds. 

 
Note:  The SHOPP program is developed in thousands and was rounded for this table.  
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EXHIBIT  D 
 

2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program  
 Fiscal Year Summary by District* 
 Fiscal Years 2006/07 through 2009/10 
  (State Dollars in Millions) 

 
 District 06/07 07/08 08/09 09/10 Total 
 1 $94 $53 $96 $123 $367 
 2 88 100 241 90 519 
 3 202 214 176 369 962 
 4 455 342 346 259 1,402 
 5 80 30 78 83 271 
 6 57 35 145 90 327 
 7 117 356 306 278 1,057 
 8 208 339 115 223 884 
 9 0 24 25 2 52 
 10 65 130 101 89 386 
 11 51 34 72 98 255 
 12 101 21 34 74 231 
 Total $1,518 $1,681 $1,734 $1,779 $6,712 
 
   Reservations 754 
   Total with Reservations $7,466 
 
 Minor Program 431 
 Total with Minor Program $7,897 
 
 
*  Excludes Federal Emergency Relief and Seismic Retrofit bond funds. 
 
Note:  The SHOPP program is developed in thousands and was rounded for this table. 
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 EXHIBIT  E 
 
 

2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program 
Long Lead Projects 

($1,000) 
 

 Initial 
 Cost 
County Route Location & Description  EA Estimate 
 
Del Norte 101 Crescent City - replace Smith River  43640 $34,100 
  Bridge 
 
El Dorado 89 Stormwater compliance  1A843 22,700 
 
El Dorado 89 Stormwater compliance  1A845 27,700 
 
Los Angeles 710 Firestone to Route 10 - Long Life  20210 330,000 
  pavement 
 
Merced 99 Merced Overhead  48100 26,000 
 
Nevada 80 Floristan - bridges and retaining   3A220 25,000 
  walls 
 
Orange  Walnut Avenue Pumping Plant  0H450 31,827 
 
Placer 80 Colfax Narrows - rehabilitate  1A790 115,000 
  roadway 
 
San Diego 94 San Diego to Tecatae NAFTA   24120 30,000 
  operational improvements 
 
San Louis Obispo 1 Piedras Blancas - realign roadway  49280 35,000 
 
Shasta 89 Lake Britton - rehabilitate bridge  32560 120,000 
 
Sonoma 116 Sebastopol to Cotati - rehabilitate  13157 38,700 
  roadway 
 
Tehama 5 Red Bluff - replace bridges  37560 42,000 
 
Various 5 San Joaquin Valley - construct three  46870 25,000 
  new Safety Roadside Rest Areas 
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   EXHIBIT  G 

 
2006 State Highway Operation and Protection Program 

County Listing of Projects 
 
County Page No. County Page No. 
 
Alameda 1 Orange 44 
Alpine 4 Placer 48 
Amador 5 Plumas 50 
Butte 6 Riverside 51 
Calaveras 7 Sacramento 54 
Colusa 8 San Benito 56 
Contra Costa 9 San Bernardino 57 
Del Norte 10 San Diego 61 
El Dorado 11 San Francisco 66 
Fresno 13 San Joaquin 67 
Glenn 15 San Luis Obispo 69 
Humboldt 16 San Mateo 71 
Imperial 18 Santa Barbara 73 
Inyo 19 Santa Clara 75 
Kern 20 Santa Cruz 78 
Kings 22 Shasta 79 
Lake 23 Sierra (no projects) 
Lassen 24 Siskiyou 81 
Los Angeles 25 Solano 82 
Madera 32 Sonoma 84 
Marin 33 Stanislaus 86 
Mariposa 34 Sutter 88 
Mendocino 35 Tehama 89 
Merced 37 Trinity 91 
Modoc (no projects)  Tulare 92 
Mono 39 Tuolumne 93 
Monterey 40 Ventura 94 
Napa 42 Yolo 96 
Nevada 43 Yuba 97 

 






































































































































































































